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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppa
Federal Communications Commussion
445 |2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadeast flag" technology for digital television As e consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, congumer rights, and the ultimate edoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will remult in products that don't necesparily reflect what conmumere like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior funetionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for yours time

Sincerely,

Dantel Westrick

3157 Bremerton Place
La Jolia, CA 92037
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commisgioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Wasghington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veice my opposition % any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadcast flag” technology for digital television As s consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for conruner electronics must be rocted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necesvarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, end it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank yeu for your time

Sincerely,

Eugene Vasserman
2639 Colfax Ave #11
Minneapolis, MN 55408
UsAa
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October 17, 2003

Commigsioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Cammisaion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, © C 20554

Dear Miehael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposhtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technalogy for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strengly that such a polley would be bad for Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market far conaumer glectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tail tachnolog sty
what new products they can create This will resuit in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could reault In me baing charged more money for Inferler functionalty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lass lIkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recealvars
and other agulpment | will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at tha behest of Holtywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Micheal Vega

4823 Elon Cresent
Lakeland, FL 33810
Usa
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Qectober 17, 2003

Comrmussioner Michae! |. Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am waotng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag’ technology for diptal
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovatien, consumer

nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowning mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly ceflect
what consumers hiles me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charped more money for infenos
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
receivers and other equptmnent. I will not pay moze for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technelogy for digital telewision. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Don Schaefer

535 Albany st
Boston, MA 02118
DRV
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Qctober 17, 2003

Comrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurnucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnnng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and anzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive macket for consumer electromes must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allownng movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and st could result 11 me being charged more money for nfenor
funcuonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less kkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that hrmut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digntal telewision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dawid Fasel

37 103RD AVE NE APT 517
Bellevue, WA 98004

UsSA
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Octaber 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HYW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and eitizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for i1nnovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me beming charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for your time

Sincerely,

Brian Pugh

443A Park St

Redwood Caty, CA 94061
Usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital tetevision equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device In my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allles to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use Implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Derek Schanz

N73 W7159 Wainut St.
Cedarburg, WI 53012




L= e ——————DDGGESESESESSSSSSeee s S LR S R R S LS

Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am gravely ¢concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto & DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a cilizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Robert Altman

195 Hackensack Avenue
Harrington Park, NJ 07640
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NwW
washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition witl be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rocm
for yet ancther device 1n my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive reciptent of content -- { can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a smali piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Branden Werth

94-410 Welehu PI
Mililarmi, Hl 96789
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my llving room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

in addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
pictdre 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Paul A Pearson

7700 Organ Creek Rd
Pendleton, KY 40055




To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-18 03 58 06 (GMT) 16506181679 From

Friday, October 17 2003

Commuissioner Michael . Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into 2 home movie; send an email clip of my
child’s football game to a distant relative; aor record a TV program onta a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Smcerely,
John

jkara@techie.com
Los Angeles, CA 30029
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commssioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buylng new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TY to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TY program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Joel Sherman

343 Concord Dr.
Watertown, CT 06795
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael d Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution disptays, and finding room
for yet another device in my hving room Please do not ailow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With teday's
techrology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, clip a small plece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email chp of my
child's football game to a distant reiative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television dees not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me 1o dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a cttizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transtion by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Steven Cotton

3376 Cottonwoced Drive
Samnt Charles, MO 83301
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washmgton, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioher Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discardlng my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expenslve and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive reciplent of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home mavie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program ontc a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remaove thils control and flexibllity that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Anthony Rozga

7702 Kit Fox Drive
Wellington, CO 80549
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communiecations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, © C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to volee my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel atrangly that such a palley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptien of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutecturers’ ablitty ta innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studies to veto features of DTV.reception aquipment will énable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can creats This will result in products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llksly to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers

and other equipment { will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislen Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Stephen Kostecke
44 Red Hawk Dr
Cransten, Rl 02621
USA




October 17, 2003

Commlssloner Michaal J Copps
Federal Communications Commilssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Desr Michael Copps,

lam writing to volee my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoptien of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movia studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can ereate This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and &t could result In me being charged monre money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuelly be |ess ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | wili not pay more far devices that iimit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Ploase do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Bradford Behr

19641 Brassle Place
Galthersburg, MD 20886
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commilssion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volece my opposttlan to any FCC-mandated adoption of 'broadeast fiag" technology for digital talevision As s
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTVerecaption aquipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products thay can create This will rasult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what conaumers like me
actually want, and 1t could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionalfty

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be iess likely to make an Investmant In DTV.capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital talevislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Erie Mlller

1410 3rd Ave
Howell, Mi 48843
USA
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Qctobet 17, 2003

Cemmiasioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing ta volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for digital television As a

consumer and chizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wauld be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for conaumer slactronics must be rooted In ranutacturars' abilfty to innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologiats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionatity

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wolld actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capabls recsivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the beshest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Christopher Hollomon
1537 Brobrldge Drive
Jackson, MS 39211
Usa
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Qetober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

tam writing to volee my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultirmate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rosted In manufacturers' abiitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto featuras of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell tachnologiste
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipmant | will not pay more for davicas that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Zachary Campos
4137 Homestead Dr
Lakeland, FL 33810
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Capps,

| am writing to volee my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digital telavision As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipiment will eneble the studios to el technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't neceasarily reflect what conaumers like me
actually want, and It could result |h me baing chargad more money for inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, ! wolld actually be [ess Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal televislon Thank you fof your time

Sinceraly,

Dan Hull

4817 Winter Oak Way
Antelope, CA 55843
usa
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October 17, 2003

Comsussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am wntng to voice my oppas:tion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
rights, and the vltimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compehtive market for consumer electrontes must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to 1nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie stuchos to veto features of DT V-reception equipment sll enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funchonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that it my apghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Dawd Strelein

2501 Winter Haven Dr
Newark, DE 19702
USA
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Oectober 17, 2003

Commussionier Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumeations Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and aitizen, [ feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, compennve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
thexe customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor

funcuecnality.

[f the FCC 1s5ues a2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV -capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Aaron Read

649 Broadmoor Blvd
San Leandro, CA 94577
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commilssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssian
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposftion to any FCC-mandeated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dightal television

| teel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innevation, consumer righta, and the adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create

This will result In preducts that don't necasaarlly reflect what consumers [lke me actuaily want | would probably end up
belng charged more money for Inferior functionallty

It the FCC |ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would be fess likaly to make an [nvestment In DTV-capabie receivers and
other equipment | will not pay more for davices that {imt my rights at the behest of Hollywood

Flease do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time
Sincerely,

Karl Tate

193 Bergen St

Brooklyn, NY 11217
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps

Federal Communlcations Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B C 20554 '

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongiy that such a poliey would be bed for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptien of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufecturers’ ablility to Inncvate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and !t could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionaiity

It the FCC |ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Pleage do hot mandate
broadcast fiag technology for digital televisicr Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kevin Smith

2344 Champlan Court
Raleigh, NC 27608
UsSA




October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Comsmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingron, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
telewision. As a consurner and citizen, I feel strongly that such ¢ pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adopton of DTV.

A robust, compehtive market for consumer electromics must be rooted in rnanufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing mowie studios to vato features of DTV-reception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that doa't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor

functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that lmst my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Jeterny Haugen

201 Oakwood Dnve SW.
New Bnghton, MN 55112
USA




